UPLAND AND TERRACE SOILS
DEVELQFED ENTIRELY iM LOESS
Tama-Dowrs-Muscatine, Dark
ond mederotely durk, mosily

wetl 1o somewhat poorly drained.

Fayette-Rozetta. Light, mostly
well to moderately well drained.
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UFLAND 5OILS DEVELQFED IN THIN OR
NG LOESS AND DRIFT

QOgle Myrtle Durand. Dark and
mederately dark, mostly well
drained, toem and sandy loam
drifl.

Flagg Pecalonica, Light, mostly
well drained, loam and sondy

loam driff,

Cotlin-Yarna. Dark, well to

moderately well droined, silty

clay loam and loam drif).

UPLAND SCILS DEVELQPED IN THIN
LOESS AMND DRIFT WITH BEDRQCK
USUALLY LESS THAN 5 FEET DEEP
Hitt-Dodgeville. Dark, well
drained, loess and drift aver

limestone.

Waoodbine-Dubuque. Light, welt
drained, loess and drift over

limestone.

Plano-HiH, Dork, well to mod-

erately well drained, loess and
drift, limestone often deeper
than 5 feel.

] Comden-Woodbine. Light, well
‘ to maoderately well drained,

’Y = : p . X T e [ : X N loess end drift, limestone aften
y decper than 5 feet

Codgeville-Ashdale Nassel,
Dark and moderately dork, well
drained, mainly loess over
limestone.

Dubugue-Dunbarton-Palsgrove.
Light, well drained, mainly

loess over limestone.

Eleroy-Derinda-Keltner. light

and dark, mostly moderately

well drained, loess over shale.

UPLAND AND TERRACE SOILS DEVELOPED
IN THIN OR NO LOESS AND
UNDERLYING STRATIFIED DRIFT

Casco-Fox-Warsaw. light and
M dark, well drained, sandy end
gravelly drift,
i Flano-Batavia-Proctor, Dark and
N moderately dark, mostly moder-

ately well droined, loamy drift.

SOILS DEVELOPED OM NEARLY LEVEL
FLOOD PLANNS OF MAJOR STREAMS
lowson-Radford-Sawmith
] D Mainly dark, moslly somewhat
poorly ta pooriy drained, de-
veloped Tn recent alluvium,
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